e oo

el lIIHHHlllHIIHIHHHIHHHIHHIII

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

SSG GUS KEFURT
U.S. ARMY RESERVE CENTER (OH069)
399 MILLER STREET
YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO 44507-1591

Prepared For:

88" Regional Support Command
506 Roeder Circle
Fort Snelling, MN 55111-4066

Prepared By:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Engineering Division
Louisville District

APRIL 2001




Environmental Assessment USACE Louisville District

SSG Gus Kefurt USAR Center (OH069) 11 April 2001
Youngstown, Ohio 44507-1591 Page i
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ES-1. INTRODUCTION

The Department of the Army has declared the SSG Gus Kefurt U.S. Army Reserve (USAR)
Center (OH069), located at 399 Miller Street in Youngstown, Ohio 44507, hereafter referred to
as either the “Site” or “USAR Center”, as excess to the needs of the USAR. The Site has been
vacant since 1994. The City of Youngstown has expressed an interest in acquiring the Site for -
educational purposes. The USAR has agreed to transfer the facility to the City of Youngstown
for educational purposes pursuant to Public Law (PL) 104-106, Section 2861, which was
modified by PL 105-261, Section 2831.

The Kefurt USAR Center occupies approximately 4.8 acres, is located in an older residential and
commercial section of south-central Youngstown, and is zoned General Business. The U.S.
Government purchased the property in 1950 and constructed the USAR Center in 1950 and 1951
to serve as a 400-person reserve and mobilization center.

The Site contains two permanent structures, a 25,000-square foot, two-story administration
building and a 9,800-square foot, single-story organizational maintenance shop (OMS), both of
which are constructed of cinderblock and brick. The administration building contains a large
assembly hall, classrooms, offices, armory storage areas, a former small-arms firing range,
kitchen facilities, and utility rooms. The multi-bay OMS has garage doors at either end and
contains caged/fenced areas for office and storage space. An automotive vehicle parking area
and a military equipment parking (MEP) area are also located at the Site. A concrete vehicle
maintenance ramp is located within the MEP area. The Site is mostly impervious, covered by
building structures, asphalt parking areas, or concrete sidewalks. A portion, but not all, of the
original six-foot fencing remains on the Site around the MEP area.

ES-2. PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed Federal action is to transfer this Site to the City of Youngstown in its entirety to be
used for educational purposes. If this action involved the transfer of the Site to another Federal
agency, the requirements of environmental consideration under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 could be met with the preparation of a Categorical Exclusion (CX).
However, because the action involves the transfer of a Federal property to a non-Federal entity,
NEPA environmental consideration must be met. The preparation of this Environmental
Assessment (EA), and subsequent Finding of No Significant Impact (FNSI) satisfies the NEPA
requirements.
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ES-3. ALTERNATIVES

The alternatives considered provide the basis for a general assessment of potential effects.

Alternative 1: Proposed Action. Transfer of the property to the City of Youngstown. Under this
alternative the City would assume responsibility for the future use of the property for educational

purposes. Current proposals by the City regarding the disposition of the Site include conveying
the property to the Cardinal Mooney High School, a nearby, private school that is considering use
of the facility for an athletic complex. Such use would need to comply with pertinent local land
use laws and regulations.

Alternative 2: No-Action. NEPA regulations refer to the No-Action alternative as the

continuation of existing conditions of the affected environment without implementation of, or in
the absence of, the proposed action. Inclusion of the No-Action alternative is prescribed by
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations as the benchmark against which Federal
actions are evaluated. Under this alternative, the U.S. Army would retain ownership of the Site,
which would remain closed and unavailable for re-use.

ES-4. CONSEQUENCES

Based upon the findings of this EA, the implementation of the proposed action would not have a
significant adverse individual or cumulative impact on the quality of the environment, either
human or natural, in the area of potential effect for this action. It is further determined that
implementation of the proposed action would be beneficial by providing at no cost to the City of
Youngstown a facility that will be used for educational purposes. Use of the facility for
educational purposes would be consistent with surrounding area use.

Implementation of Alternative 2 (No-Action/Caretaker) would also have no significant adverse
impacts on the environment. However, since comfort heating and cooling is not provided to the
vacant buildings, the condition of lead-based paint and asbestos-containing material inside the
administration building would continue to decline under this alternative due to temperature and
humidity fluctuations. In addition, the Site has suffered vandalism since site closure, which has
impacted the aesthetics of the property. This type of activity could continue under the No-Action
alternative. Implementation of this alternative would also not relieve the USAR of excess
property, causing continued upkeep and maintenance costs.

ES-5. CONCLUSIONS

Based on the analysis of potential impacts, it has been determined that the proposed action does
not constitute a major Federal action affecting the quality of human health or the environment,
nor is the proposed action expected to be controversial.
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Because there would be no significant adverse impact resulting from the implementation of the
proposed action, a Finding of No Significant Impact (FNSI) has been prepared to accompany this
EA, which concludes that the next higher level of environmental impact investigation under
NEPA for this action, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), is not required and will not be
prepared.
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1.0 PURPOSE, NEED, AND SCOPE

1.1 PURPOSE AND NEED

The Department of the Army has declared the SSG Gus Kefurt U.S. Army Reserve (USAR)
Center (OHO069), located at 399 Miller Street in Youngstown, Ohio 44507, hereafter referred to
as either the “Site” or “USAR Center”, as excess to the needs of the USAR. The Site has been -
vacant since 1994. The City of Youngstown has expressed an interest in acquiring the Site for
educational purposes. The USAR has agreed to transfer the facility to the City of Youngstown
for educational purposes pursuant to Public Law (PL) 104-106, Section 2861, which was
modified by PL 105-261, Section 2831.

1.2 ScCOPE

This Environmental Assessment (EA) analyzes the environmental and socioeconomic impacts
associated with the transfer of ownership of the Kefurt USAR Center to the City of Youngstown.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ)
regulations implementing NEPA (Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations [CFR], Parts 1500-
1508), Department of Defense (DoD) Directive 6050.1 (32 CFR Part 214), the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA), as amended by the
Community Environmental Response Facilitation Act of 1992 (CERFA), and Army Regulation
(AR) 200-2 require that DoD officials address environmental consequences during planning and
execution of all activities.

The scope of this EA is the analysis of the effects associated with the conveyance and re-use of
the Kefurt facility. The region of influence (ROI) is the City of Youngstown, Ohio.

1.3 ACTIONS ANALYZED AND METHODS

This EA identifies and evaluates the effects associated with the transfer of the USAR Center
against the baseline conditions of the Site. Section 2.0 (Description of the Proposed Action)
discusses the transfer process. Section 3.0 (Alternatives Considered) describes in detail all
alternatives as required by AR 200-2.

Analysis of the proposed action against the baseline conditions described in Section 4.0
(Affected Environment) was preformed. Section 5.0 (Environmental and Socioeconomic

D:\Project Files\USARC EBS\OHO6R\EA_OH069.doc


file://D:/Project
file://EBS/OH069VEA_OH069.doc

Environmental Assessment USACE Louisville District
SSG Gus Kefurt USAR Center (OH069) 11 April 2001
Youngstown, Ohio 44507-1591 Page 1-2

Consequences of the Proposed Action and Alternatives) presents the relevant beneficial and
adverse impacts of the proposed actions and any planned mitigation measures.

1.4 PuUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

The public and concerned organizations will be notified of the conclusions of this EA by the
publication of a FNSI in the local newspaper, and by making the EA available for review 30 days
prior to initiating any action.
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

The USAR Center occupies approximately 4.8 acres, is located in an older residential and
commercial section of south-central Youngstown, and is zoned General Business. The U.S.
Government purchased the property in 1950 and constructed the USAR Center in 1950 and 1951
to serve as a 400-person reserve and mobilization center. A site location map is presented in
Figure 1 of Appendix A.

The Site contains two permanent structures, a 25,000-square foot, two-story administration
building and a 9,800-square foot, single-story organizational maintenance shop (OMS), both of
which are constructed of cinderblock and brick. Figure 2 in Appendix A provides a site plan for
the property. The administration building contains a large assembly hall, classrooms, offices,
armory storage areas, a former small-arms firing range, kitchen facilities and utility rooms. The
multi-bay OMS has garage doors at either end and contains caged/fenced areas for office and
storage space. An automotive vehicle parking area and a military equipment parking (MEP) area
are also located at the Site. A concrete vehicle maintenance ramp is located with the MEP area.
The Site is mostly impervious, covered by building structures, asphalt parking areas, or concrete
sidewalks. A portion, but not all, of the original six-foot fencing remains on the Site around the
military vehicle parking lot. The facility has been vacant since 1994.

The City of Youngstown has expressed an interest in acquiring the Site for educational purposes.
Current proposals regarding the disposition of the Site include conveying the property to the
Cardinal Mooney High School, a nearby, private school that is considering use of the facility for
an athletic complex. The USAR has agreed to transfer the facility to the City of Youngstown for
educational purposes pursuant to PL. 104-106, Section 2861, which was modified by PL 105-261,
Section 2831. The proposed Federal action is to transfer this Site to the City of Youngstown in
its entirety.
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3.0 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

This section of the EA identifies the alternatives considered and provides a basis for a general
assessment of potential effects.

3.1 ALTERNATIVE 1: PROPOSED ACTION (PROPERTY TRANSFER)

Under this alternative, the property would be transferred to the City of Youngstown and the City
would assume responsibility for the future use of the property for educational purposes. Current
proposals by the City regarding the disposition of the Site include conveying the property to the
Cardinal Mooney High School, a nearby, private school that is considering use of the facility for
an athletic complex. Such use would need to comply with pertinent local land use laws and
regulations.

3.2 ALTERNATIVE 2: NO-ACTION/CARETAKER

NEPA regulations refer to the No-Action alternative as the continuation of existing conditions of
the affected environment without implementation of, or in the absence of, the proposed action.
Inclusion of the No-Action alternative is prescribed by Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ)
regulations as the benchmark against which Federal actions are evaluated. Under this alternative,
the U.S. Army would retain ownership and maintenance of the Site. The facility would remain
closed and unavailable for re-use.
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4.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

4.1 LAND USE

The Site is located in an older residential and commercial section of Youngstown and is zoned
General Business. The USAR Center was constructed in 1950 and 1951 to serve as a 400-person
reserve and mobilization center. The Site is mostly impervious, covered by two permanent .
building structures, asphalt parking areas, or concrete sidewalks. The Site is currently vacant and
has been since 1994. However, while in use by the USAR, units that occupied the Center
included the 416™ Engineering Command, the 645" Supply Company, Company B 11™ Special
Forces, 1654™ Civil Affairs Group, 308" Medical Battalion, 362" Medical Detachment, 2077™
USAR School, and Battery B 3/92™ Field Artillery. The 645" Supply Company and Company B
1™ Special Forces appear to be the last units to have utilized the Site. The USAR Center
provided office, storage, classroom and learning space, and light maintenance facilities. The
administration building and OMS appear to be in sound structural condition. However, both
buildings have been subjected to vandalism and are in need of housekeeping and/or renovation.

Historical quadrangle maps indicate that the USAR Center is located in an area of Youngstown
that has been primarily residential since the Center’s construction, but that retail commercial
properties and light industrial sites are also present in the area, especially along Indianola Avenue
to the south and South Avenue to the east. Historical Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps investigated
back to 1928 indicate that the USAR property was absent of any structures prior to the 1950
except for a wood-framed structure at the southern property line. The structure was due south of
the facility’s main building and its use could not be determined. This structure was most likely
removed from the Site during construction of the USAR Center, as a 1951 topographic
quadrangle map of the Site does not show the structure.

The USAR Center is currently bordered to the south, north, and east by residential neighborhoods
along Miller Street, East Indianola Avenue, and East Laclede Avenue. The areas further to the
east and south contain commercial and light-industrial properties along avenues one block east
and south of the Site.

The Site is currently bordered to the west by a local union meeting hall, which lies on a lot
adjacent to Rush Boulevard, at 2551 Rush Boulevard. Sanborn maps indicate that an automobile
dealership with a filling station was built in 1949 on the lot adjoining the southwest corner of the
USAR Center property, at the corner of Rush Boulevard and East Indianola Avenue. The 1983
and 1989 Sanbom maps indicate that the dealership building was expanded and that the filling
station was removed. The Cardinal Mooney High School recently completed athletic fields
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adjacent to the Site to the northwest, on which a vacant U.S Naval and Marine Research Center
was formerly located. The Research Center contained a training center and vehicle maintenance
garage, but facility structures were removed in the spring of 1999 and the property was
subsequently transferred over to the Cardinal Mooney High School, located west of Rush
Boulevard, and converted to athletic fields.

4.2 SOCIOECONOMICS

The radius of influence of the USAR Center is the City of Youngstown, which is located in
Mahoning County and is part of the Youngstown-Warren Metropolitan Area. According to 1990
U.S. Census Data, the estimated population of the City of Youngstown was 95,732. The 1998
population estimates for the County and Metropolitan Area were 252,292 and 593,054,
respectively.

Youngstown’s breakdown of population, by race, has been estimated as follows: 96% non-
Hispanic; 4% Hispanic; 59% white; 38% African American; and 3% Asian, Native American,
and other races. The breakdown of population by gender in Youngstown is 46% male and 54%
female. The breakdown of the City population, by age, has been estimated as follows: 8% five
and under; 19% between 5 and 17; 10% between 18 and 24; 27% between 25 and 44; 13%
between 45 and 59; and 23% 60 or older.

In 1990, the total number of households in Youngstown was 37,037 and the breakdown of
households, by type, was as follows: 30% were single-person; 42% were married-couple; 16%

percent were single-parent; and 12% were other family types. The mean persons-per-household
was 3.13.

More specific to the population immediately surrounding the Site (within the same zip code:
44507), the 1997 demographic breakout, as reported by Claritas Inc., is comprised of: 42%
single-parents and single service workers; 20% mixed, low-income families; 17% older renters
and young families; and 11% empty nesters. According to the Claritas Inc., demographic report,
the socioeconomic ranking of the groups listed above are poor to lower middle class and
predominantly blue collar workers. According to the demographic report, the area comprising
Zip Code 44507 has a median income of $18,172, an average 2.46 people-per-household, and a
median age of 32. The median income of $18,172 is less than the 1997 National and
Youngstown-Warren Metropolitan Area income averages, which were $23,089 and $27,203,
respectively.

Employment by industry in the Youngstown-Warren Metropolitan Area, as of December 2000,
was as follows: 28% services; 26% trade (retail and wholesale); 21% manufacturing; 13%
government; and 4% each for transportation & public utilities, construction, and finance,
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insurance, & real estate. The unemployment rate in December 2000 was 5.1 percent. The major
employers in the community include Delphi Packard Electric Systems, General Motors, Forum
Health, HM Health Services, WCI Steel, Inc., and local, State and Federal entities (e.g., schools,
universities, postal service, local government).

4.3 SITE HYDROLOGY AND GEOLOGY

4.3.1 Surface Water Characteristics

The elevation of the Site is approximately 1070 feet with surface runoff in the area draining
generally to the east and northeast. The Site itself is relatively flat with a slight slope towards the
northeast. Storm water from the Site and surrounding areas is captured by Youngstown’s
combined sewer system, which collects both industrial and domestic wastewaters and storm
water runoff. The Site is not located near any surface water bodies. The closest surface water
body is an unnamed intermittent tributary of the Mahoning River located approximately 300
yards west of the Site. This tributary flows northeast before discharging into the river. The
Mahoning River cuts through Youngstown, flowing east, approximately 1.25 miles north of the
USAR Center. The Mahoning River flows into Beaver River in western Pennsylvania, which is a
tributary to the Ohio River, just west of Pittsburgh.

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) digital flood map for the
surrounding area, the Site is not within the 100-year floodplain. According to the National
Wetlands Inventory Map of the Site, no wetland areas are located within the property boundaries.

4.3.2 Hydrogeology Characteristics

Mahoning County, Ohio is located on glaciated till underlain by sedimentary rocks of the
Pennsylvanian, Allegheny, and Pottsville formations in the Allegheny Plateau. The area is
characterized by alternating layers of shale, sandstone, limestone, and coal, 700 to 1,000 feet
thick. Soils beneath the Site are composed of the Rittman and Chili Urban Land series, both of
which consist of light-colored, very deep, and moderately well drained soils. It was developed
on till plains and formed in the clay loam glacial till of the Wisconsin age.

Groundwater is not the primary water source for homes, businesses, and industries in Mahoning
County. The use of groundwater in the Youngstown area is generally limited to industrial use by
facilities having high water usage requirements. The primary source of water for the Site and
surrounding area is surface water from Meander Reservoir, which is provided by the City of
Youngstown Department of Water. According to water supply well database information
obtained from the Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR), Division of Water, there are

D:\Project Files\USARC EBS\OHO69\EA_OH069.doc


file://EBS/OH069/EA_OH069.doc

Environmental Assessment USACE Louisville District
SSG Gus Kefurt USAR Center (OH069) 11 April 2001
Youngstown, Ohio 44507-1591 Page 4-4

no records of any public supply wells, or any other type of groundwater well, being installed at
the Site or on adjacent properties. According to database information, the closest well is a
domestic-use groundwater well approximately 0.2 mile southwest of the Site.

4.4 PUBLIC SERVICES

4.4.1 Utilities

Water Service — The City of Youngstown Water Department provides potable water service to
the Site. The Site is currently not contracted for water service. The source of potable water for
the City is surface water from local Meander Reservoir.

Sanitary Sewer System - Mahoning County Sanitation Engineering provides sanitary sewer
service for the Site. The Site is currently not contracted for sanitary service.

Gas & Electric — Ohio Edison provides electric service to the Site. Dominion East Ohio Gas
provides natural gas service to the Site. The Site is currently not contracted for these services.

Telephone Service — Ameritech provides telephone service to the Site.

4.4.2 Safety and Health Services

The Youngstown Fire Department, Station 2, which is located at 125 West Indianola Street, less
than one mile west of the Site, provides fire protection and emergency response services for the
Site. The Youngstown Police Department, headquartered in the downtown area at 116 West
Boardman, provides law enforcement for the area. The nearest medical facility is Saint Elizabeth
Hospital, located at 4780 Kirk Road, approximately five miles west of the Site.

4.4.3 Transportation Systems

The USAR Center is located along Miller Street, which is one of a multitude of city streets that
primarily run north-south and east-west, within the city limits of Youngstown. One interstate
highway and one state highway are located within one-half mile of the USAR Center. Interstate
680 lies north and east of the Site and State Route 7 lies west. The Western Reserve Transit
Authority operates the public bus transportation system for the City of Youngstown and offers
fixed-route local service. Greyhound/Trailways provides national bus service to the area. Daily
Amtrak service is also available. The Mahoning-Trumbull Regional Airport provides air service
to the area.
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4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

The Ohio Historic Preservation Office (OHPO) has determined that the two buildings at the
USAR Center are not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. A copy of their
evaluation, which states that no further coordination with OHPO is necessary, is provided in
Appendix C.

4.6 NOISE ENVIRONMENT

4.6.1 Noise Sensitive Receptors

The Site is located in an older residential and commercial section of Youngstown. The nearest
receptors are residences located to the north, east, and south of the Site. Sources of noise in the
surrounding area would primarily be vehicle traffic on roadways, semi-tractor trailer traffic
supporting commercial operations, and building air-handling systems.

4.6.2 Facility Noise

In the past, under U.S. Army use, the major noise generation at the facility was from heavy .
military vehicles, which were operated and parked at the Site, but these were typically equipped
with mufflers and did not normally produce noise during repair operations. Noise from these
vehicles would have been similar to the noise produced by large commercial vehicles, similar in
nature to the vehicles supporting local commercial operations. A search of Federal and State
environmental databases yielded no history of noise violations for the Site.

4.7 AIR QUALITY

Air quality for the State of Ohio is the responsibility of the Ohio Environmental Protection
Agency, Division of Air Pollution Control. This authority has been granted by the USEPA and
promulgated in the Ohio State Implementation Plan. The USAR Center lies within Mahoning
County, which is in the Northwest Pennsylvania Air Quality Control Region (AQCR No. 178).
Currently, Mahoning County is designated as being in attainment for all criteria air pollutants.

Title V of the Clean Air Act requires that certain air emission sources be permitted to limit the
amount and types of emissions from that source. During occupation by the U.S. Army, sources
of air emissions at the Site would have included the natural gas heating system, air conditioning
system, water heater, heavy equipment use, chemical use and storage for vehicle/paint chemicals,
and the indoor rifle range. However, estimated potential emissions at the Site would have been
below applicable major source thresholds. As such, the facility would not have been subject to
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Title V operating permit requirements or Federally Enforceable State Operating Permit (FESOP)
permitting requirements. Additionally, due to the types of air emission sources at the Site, no
State (minor source) air permits would have been required. A search of Federal and State
environmental databases yielded no history of air quality violations for the Site.

4.8 HAZARDOUS, TOXIC, AND RADIOLOGICAL MATERIALS/WASTES

4.8.1 Past Use, Storage, and Disposal of Hazardous Materials

The Site is currently registered as a RCRA small quantity generator (SQG) of hazardous waste.
A records search conducted in January 1995 indicated that the USAR Center had reported
possessing five types of characteristic wastes and ten types of listed wastes. Table 1 in Appendix
B summarizes the types of RCRA wastes previously managed at the Site. The Site has received
no violations or penalties associated with hazardous waste management activities. The Site has
also never been tracked in the RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System database. No
indications were observed during the 1998 or 2001 EBS site inspections that any hazardous
substances remain on site or that substances once present at the Site were improperly disposed.

Although it is not believed that any hazardous substances activity as defined by CERCLA took
place at the Site, hazardous substances were used at the facility and would have been stored in
amounts necessary to support unit level through direct support level maintenance. These
chemicals would have been stored in either the OMS or in the two storage lockers (a CONEX
box and a converted tank), located in the western portion of the military parking area.

According to the facility manager little, if any, vehicle maintenance was conducted at the OMS
because of the Area Maintenance Support Activity (AMSA), located two blocks from the Site.
An AMSA typically performs heavy maintenance, such as rebuilding engines and transmissions.
However, there are U.S. Army records that indicate the Site, at times, was used to perform
vehicle maintenance for the USAR Center’s vehicles, as well as vehicles from other sites.
Typical maintenance activities performed at the vehicle maintenance facility over the entire
course of site operation could have included the following types of activities: fluid change, tire
rotation, lubrication, brake pad replacement, battery activation/charge/recharge, minor repair
which did not require component replacement, and component exchange. Component rebuilds
would not have occurred at the facility.

Table 2 in Appendix B provides a list of products typically used in a facility similar to the Site.
The list also incorporates the known chemicals that were previously managed on site. The list
not only includes CERCLA hazardous substances, but includes petroleum products and products
defined as hazardous chemicals according to OSHA regulations as well.
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With respect to disposal of hazardous materials, no records were found in Federal or Ohio
databases for the Site having been assessed any penalties or violations associated with handling
hazardous materials. With respect to release of hazardous materials, there are no records of
release of CERCLA hazardous materials at the Site. However, petroleum releases have occurred
at the Site and are discussed in the following two subsections.

4.8.2 Underground Storage Tank (UST) Presence/Removal

According to Department of Army records, one 8,000-gallon UST was installed during -
construction of the administration building and one 1,000-gallon UST was installed during
construction of the OMS. These tanks were used to store fuel oil for the on-site utility furnaces.
The 8,000-gallon tank was located just east of the administration building and the 1,000-gallon
tank was located near the southeast corner of the OMS.

Records indicate that the tanks were removed in December 1992. A release was discovered
during the removal operations of each UST. Upon removal of the 8,000-gallon UST, visible
corrosion of the bare steel tank, a football-sized hole in the bottom of the tank, and the amount of
contaminated soil in the excavation, indicated that No. 2 fuel oil had likely leaked from the tank
over a period of time. Approximately 90 gallons of fuel oil were also released from the tank
during closure procedures. During removal of the 1,000-gallon UST, stained soil was observed
in the pit and the tank appeared to contain numerous pinholes in the bottom of the vessel,
indicating that fuel oil from this tank had also likely been leaking for some time.

The release was reported to the OEPA and the State Fire Marshal’s Bureau of Underground
Storage Tanks (BUSTR), and the leaked product (90 gallons) and all visibly contaminated soil
(thirty-eight 55-gallon drums) were removed from the excavation and disposed of in accordance
with State and local regulations. Both tanks and their associated piping were also removed and
transported off site for proper disposal.

Prior to backfilling the excavated areas, post-excavation soil samples and samples of the surface
water that infiltrated the excavation (pit water) were collected for analysis. Concentrations of
total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH) and/or other petroleum-related constituents [polynuclear
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and benzene-toluene-ethylbenzene-xylene (BTEX)] were
detected in soil and pit water at the Site. Appendix D presents the closure report for the USTs,
which includes the results of chemical analyses.

Although not applicable, detected constituents were compared to Federal and State standards.
Petroleum constituents detected in the pit water samples were compared to Federal and State
maximum contaminant levels (MCLs) for drinking water, and were found to be below these
levels. Petroleum constituents detected in the soil samples were compared to OEPA cleanup
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standards for hydrocarbon-contaminated soil, which were established in 1999.  Soil
concentrations were also found to be below the established State standards.

Since the tanks were used for the storage of heating oil, they are not regulated under RCRA
Subtitle I. Therefore, BUSTR has no jurisdiction over the tanks and UST closure under BUSTR
is not possible. However, the removal contractor conducting the closure sent detailed
information about the UST releases to the OEPA Division of Emergency and Remedial Response
(DERR) and BUSTR and requested written notification to document that no further action was
necessary. To date, neither OEPA nor BUSTR have requested any further remedial action at the
Site and have refused written response. Given this, and since residual contaminant
concentrations were below established Federal and State action levels, no further action on the
part of the U.S. Army is required or warranted. A copy of correspondence from the contractor to
the State Fire Marshal and the OEPA 1is provided in Appendix D.

No fill ports, vents, pumps, or other evidence of a UST were observed during the site visit
conducted in January 2001 by the USACE. Additionally, no aboveground storage tanks (ASTs)
or signs of contaminated soils were observed during the site inspection

4.8.3 Non-UST Release of Petroleum Products

In addition to the UST petroleum releases discussed in the previous subsection, a petroleum
release occurred at the Site in April 1994. The release occurred at the fence line, between the
administration building and the former Naval Reserve Center, and migrated to the Navy site. An
interview conducted with the 88"™ RSC Environmental Manager at the time indicates the spill
likely occurred from seven 55-gallon drums of waste oil mixed with water that were not properly
secured. The drums were stored on the west side of the military parking lot, in an area that was
used for storage of oil, lubricants, and paints. It is surmised that lids were not properly fastened
on the drums and rainwater filled the containers causing them to overflow.

Five soil samples were taken from the spill area in March 1995 and analyzed for volatile and
semi-volatile organic compounds, inorganic constituents, TPH, and polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs). The samples contained elevated levels of barium, cadmium, chromium, lead, toluene
and TPH, but those levels were less than regulatory action levels. The soil removed from the
area was classified as non-hazardous petroleum-contaminated waste and disposed of in
accordance with State and local regulations.

4.8.4 Current Inventory of Chemicals / Hazardous Substances

During the 3 January 2001 site inspection conducted by the USACE, no chemicals or hazardous
substances were observed at the facility. In addition, there was no indication that chemicals or
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hazardous substances were improperly stored, handled, or disposed at the Site during past
operations. During the records review process, no record was found in Federal or state databases
of the Site having been assessed any penalties or violations associated with handling chemicals
or hazardous materials.

4.8.5 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs)

The administration building and the OMS contain older style fluorescent light fixtures installed
during construction of the facility, as well as newer fluorescent light fixtures that were likely
installed well after construction as replacements for the original fixtures. During the 3 January
2001 site investigation, the USACE observed several ballasts labeled as containing no PCBs.
However, these are likely newer fixtures. Many other ballasts throughout the facility did not
display PCB labeling. Older fixtures, especially those that are original to the Site, probably
contain PCBs. These older ballasts appeared to be in good condition and no leaking dielectric
fluid was observed during the site investigation. Any light ballast not marked “No PCBs” should
be assumed to fall under EPA’s definition of PCB equipment and management and disposal of
this equipment must be in accordance with applicable local, State, and Federal requirements.

There is one pole-mounted transformer (ID Number N738) located at the southeast corner of the
administration building. It appears new, but does not contain any PCB labeling. According to
phone conversations with Ohio Edison in January 2001, this transformer (Westinghouse, 1955
variety) is no longer in service and may contain PCBs. Ohio Edison owns the transformer, would
respond to any releases from the unit, and would be responsible for any necessary cleanup.
Written confirmation of Ohio Edison’s responsibility toward the on-site transformer is presented
in Appendix C. No staining was observed near the base of the pole during the January 2001 site
inspection.

4.8.6 Radon

A memorandum generated on 21 June 1993 by the Environmental Manager for the 83" ARCOM
documents the results of radon testing that was performed at the USAR Center. As reported,
radon measurements at the USAR Center were below 4 picocuries per liter (pC/I). The Site is
located in EPA Radon Zone Level 2 and has a predicted average indoor screening level between
2 pCi/l and 4 pCi/l, which falls below EPA Action Levels for radon (4.0 pC/1). The OEPA
indicates that readings taken in the area of the USAR Center had a maximum level of 3.6 pCi/l
and a median level of 0.8 pCi/l. According to OEPA, the high readings were a result of large
amounts of Canadian glacial deposits containing uranium, which are prevalent throughout Ohio.
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4.8.7 Asbestos-Containing Material (ACM)

As part of an effort documented by the Range Cleanup, SSG Gus Kefurt U.S. Army Reserve
Center (OH069) Final Report, dated 22 September 2000, IT Corporation conducted asbestos
inspections and abatement throughout the facility. A copy of the asbestos abatement report is
included in Appendix E. In the initial effort, a State of Ohio Licensed Asbestos Hazard
Evaluation Specialist conducted an AHERA-level inspection for ACM. The survey included
identifying all ACM, sampling suspect materials in accordance with AHERA, and analyzing the
suspect ACM samples using an accredited laboratory. As part of the inspection, 33 samples were -
collected and analyzed for possible ACM. The report identified asbestos to be present in: 1)
black mastic and 9 x 9 in. floor tiles throughout the building; 2) thermal system insulation
consisting of white mag pipe insulation, air cell insulation, and tan pipe insulation throughout the
building; 3) boiler room insulation on a large tank and a heat exchanger; and 4) the gun range
HVAC duct insulation.

Asbestos abatement activities were then performed March 21 through March 30, 2000. The
abatement consisted of glove-bag removal of approximately 1,467 lineal feet of asbestos
containing pipe insulation, removal of 200 square feet of non-friable asbestos containing floor
tile, removal of 20 square feet of non-friable asbestos containing duct insulation and repair (by
wrapping) of 723 lineal feet of asbestos containing pipe insulation. Approximately 2,320 lineal
feet of asbestos-containing pipe insulation was left in place throughout the administration
building and does not require repair. A copy of the report documenting asbestos abatement
activities at the Site is included in Appendix E.

4.8.8 Lead

There are two suspected sources of lead at the USAR Center: lead-based paint (LBP) and indoor
rifle range activities. The rifle range is no longer a source of lead, as it was decommissioned and
remediated in 2000. LBP is still present on site and continues to be a source of lead dust at the
facility. The following subsections provide additional information regarding the presence of lead
at the facility.

Since LBP and lead dust are present at the Site, the facility should be managed in accordance
with applicable Federal, State, and local regulations. Following is a list of Federal regulations
that are currently applicable to the management of facilities containing LBP: 29 CFR 1962.62;
TSCA Sections 402, 403, 406(b), 1017, 1018, and 1021; 40 CFR Part 745; and 29 CFR
1910.1025.
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4.8.8.1 Presence of Lead-Based Paint and LBP-Derived Dust

Cracked, peeling, and deteriorated paint was noted throughout the administration building.
However, the majority of this paint is not considered LBP, as previous testing conducted in 2000
confirmed lead contents of 0.28 percent or less, which is below the 0.5 percent limit that enables
the paint to be disposed of by normal means.

According to the comprehensive LBP inspection conducted on 27 September 2000, LBP is
present at the facility and is located in the following areas/rooms: one room in the southwest
corner of the basement, both stairwells, the first-floor drill hall, and one room on the second
floor. LBP was primarily found on metal surfaces, including the metal garage door and frame,
window sashes and guards, metal stairway components, and radiators. Lower portions of block
walls also tested positive for LBP in a few locations. The condition of these surfaces are
generally either good or satisfactory; however, three metal surfaces, a garage doorframe, a stair
handrail, and one window guard, were found in either unsatisfactory or poor condition. A written
report for the 2000 LBP inspection can be found in Appendix F.

During the LBP inspection, wipe samples were collected from floor surfaces to measure the
content of lead in floor dust. Lead was detected in all 20 floor-wipe samples collected from the
administration building. Concentrations ranged from 10.5 to 690 micrograms per square foot
(ug/ft®). Sixteen of the 20 results were above the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) standard of 40 ug/ft* for child-occupied facilities. Sample locations having
concentrations above the HUD standard include: the former rifle range room in the basement,
one room in the southwest corner of the basement, the stairwells connecting all floors, the first-
floor drill hall, three rooms connected to the drill hall, one room on the second floor, and the
hallway on the second floor. The highest concentrations were detected in the stairwells and the
drill hall. Figures 3 and 4 in Appendix A provide the general locations and analytical results for
the floor wipe samples collected.

A comparison of the locations of LBP relative to the locations of elevated levels of lead on the
floor showed good correlation. Figures 3 and 4 in Appendix B depict locations of LBP relative
to the locations of elevated levels of lead in floor dust samples. The highest concentrations of
lead dust were located in areas that also contained LBP, which included the stairwells and drill
hall. Overall, ten of the 16 locations having elevated levels of lead dust were located in rooms or
areas that contained LBP. Of the six locations that could not be directly attributed to LBP, three
were in rooms that were directly connected to the drill hall. Two other locations were on the
second floor, which can only be accessed by the northern stairwell. Given the close proximity of
these five locations to areas having the highest concentrations of lead dust, the presence of the
lead dust at these locations can be attributed to foot traffic from the stairwells and drill hall. The
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remaining location having elevated lead dust, but absent of LBP, is the rifle range, which was
cleaned to a level of 200-ug/ft’.

4.8.8.2 Former Indoor Rifle Range

The small-arms firing range, which was located inside the basement of the administration
building, was cleaned between February and August 2000. A copy of the report that documents
the remediation is included in Appendix F. Cleanup activities included removal and disposal of

10.79 tons of lead-contaminated sand, removal and recycling of 8,910 pounds of scrap steel, and |

removal and disposal of 6.36 tons of non-hazardous debris. The range was also double-washed
and HEPA-vacuumed. Range cleaning activities rendered the range free of known or suspected
lead-dust surfaces that exceed the project clearance level of 200 ug/ft?. Soil samples were also
collected outside of the window well that was used for the range venting system and were tested
for lead content. Three samples were collected and lead concentrations ranged from 39 to 160
milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg).

As discussed in the previous subsection, lead dust on the floors of the administration building,
with the exception of the rifle range, has been attributed to the presence of LBP at the facility.
However, to further verify this finding, a comparison of the locations of lead dust throughout the
facility with respect to the location of the rifle range was performed. The comparison produced
three areas that could not be attributed to rifle range activities, which further supports the lead
source determination. The first location is the southern stairwell (Figure 4 in Appendix B). This
stairwell is located on the opposite side of the building from the rifle range and would not have
been used by range users to enter and exit the range. Range users would have used the northern
stairwell, which is adjacent to the range, for access to the range. The second location containing
lead dust that could not be attributed to the range is one room in the southwestern portion of the
basement, which is also situated on the opposite side of the basement (Figure 4 in Appendix B).
This room also tested positive for LBP on the window sash, and is adjacent to the southern
stairwell. In addition to the distal locations of these two areas to the range, lead data for a wipe
sample taken in the basement along the pathway between the range and the southwest corner of
the basement, which met the HUD standard, also suggests that lead was not tracked from the
range to this area. Lastly, the presence of elevated lead on the second floor cannot be attributed
to rifle range activities in the basement.

4.8.9 Unexploded Ordinance

No indications were found during the 1998 or 2001 site inspections or records review to indicate
the presence of unexploded ordinance at the Site.
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4.9 NATURAL RESOURCES

4.9.1 Wetlands

A review of a Department of the Interior National Wetlands Inventory Map, dated 1977,
indicates that there are no wetlands on the property. The absence of wetland areas was confirmed
by observations made during the field investigation of the Site.

4.9.2 Threatened/Endangered Species

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) states that Mahoning County lies in the range of
the Indiana bat, a Federally-listed endangered species, and that there is a slight possibility the bat
could occur at the USAR Center during summer months if habitat requirements are present.
Habitat requirements include dead trees and snags along riparian corridors with exfoliating bark
or cavities in the trunk or branches, live trees with exfoliating bark, or stream and riparian
corridors with nearby woodlots. Such habitat was not observed in close proximity to the Site.
Two large trees lie in the area of the northwest corner of the Site near the administration
building. However, these trees have smooth bark and therefore are not conducive to Indiana bat
habitat.

The Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) states there are no unique ecological sites,
geologic features, breeding or non-breeding animal concentrations, champion trees, forests, or
wildlife areas in the vicinity of the USAR Center. Copies of evaluations from the USFWS and
ODNR are provided in Appendix C.

4.9.3 100-Year Flood Zone

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) digital flood hazard map for
the surrounding area, the Site is not within the 100-year or 500-year floodplain. The closest
floodplain area is approximately one mile northeast of the Site and is associated with the
Mahoning River.

4.9.4 Coastal Zone Management

The ODNR is the lead agency for the Ohio Coastal Management Program (OCMP). According
to Ms. Christine Casselmann, with the ODNR, the boundary of the OCMP does not extend to
Youngstown. Therefore, the Site would not be subject to a federal consistency determination
under the program. However, if the proposed action had the potential to impact coastal areas
within Ohio, then the action would be subject to a consistency determination. According to Ms.
Casselmann, given the distance of the Site from coastal areas and the type of future use of the
Site, impacts to coastal areas would not be anticipated.
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4.9.5 Other Special Resources

As reported in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, which is maintained by the National
Park Service (NPS), four federally-designated Wild & Scenic Rivers are located in the State of
Ohio. Although none are located in Mahoning County, one river does flow through an adjacent
county. Little Beaver Creek flows through Columbiana County, approximately 30 miles south of
Youngstown. This river is not located near the Site and would not be impacted by site activities.
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5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIOECONOMIC CONSEQUENCES

5.1 LANDUSE

5.1.1 Alternative 1 — Proposed Action

Under the proposed action, the facility would be transferred to the City of Youngstown in its
entirety. The City would then assume responsibility for the future use of the property for
educational purposes. Current proposals by the City regarding the disposition of the Site include
conveying the property to the Cardinal Mooney High School, a nearby, private school that is
considering use of the facility for an athletic complex. The Site is located in an older residential
and commercial section of Youngstown and is zoned General Business. This high school is
located across the street from the Site and property adjacent to and northwest of the Site is
currently owned and used by this school for athletic activities. As such, use of the USAR Center
by the school as an athletic complex would be consistent with surrounding land use. The USAR
Center is bordered to the south, north, and east by residential neighborhoods. Commercial and
light-industrial properties are located along streets surrounding the Site.

Use of the Site by the City for educational purposes is not expected to adversely impact land use
and would be compatible with land use in the surrounding area. The Site is currently vacant and
has been subject to vandalism since site closure. Occupation of the Site would alleviate this
activity, which would positively impact the community.

5.1.2 Alternative 2 — No-Action/Caretaker

Under the No-Action/Caretaker alternative, the building structures and land would not be used.
Facility gates would remain locked with the U.S. Army providing minimal security and
maintenance for safety only. Periodic building and ground maintenance would only be
performed to minimize deterioration of the property. The use of herbicides may be required in
conjunction with mowing in order to control vegetation growth in cracks of the existing parking
areas and sidewalks. Application of herbicides (if needed) would be used per label specifications
to minimize the potential for contamination of soil or area groundwater. In the past the Site has
been subject to vandalism, despite locked fencing. In the future under this scenario, this type of
activity would most likely continue, which would be detrimental to the aesthetics of the property.
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5.2 SOCIOECONOMICS

5.2.1 Alternative 1 — Proposed Action

Under this alternative, occupation of the Site would enhance the aesthetics of the property, which
would have a positive impact on the community. Currently, there are no employees working out
of the facility; therefore, a decrease in area jobs would not occur if this alternative were
implemented. Future use by the City of Youngstown may or may not result in an increase in area
jobs, depending on whether the City (or school) transfers current employees to this location or
creates new employment positions.

The proposed action is not designed to create a benefit for any group or individual. The City of
Youngstown would use the property for educational purposes, which would inherently support
the entire community. The population immediately surrounding the Site is predominantly
comprised of low-income families, many of which are single-parent households. Transfer of the
Site would not create any adverse human health or environmental impacts on these low-income
populations. Rather, the use of the facility by the local high school for athletic purposes would
enhance after-school activities for children and positively impact the community. Given this, no
adverse socioeconomic impacts are anticipated under this alternative.

5.2.2 Alternative 2 — No-Action/Caretaker

Adverse socioeconomic impacts are not expected under this alternative. However, continued
vandalism of the property could work to foster negative opinions of the premises.

5.3 SITE HYDROLOGY AND GEOLOGY

5.3.1 Alternative 1 — Proposed Action

Use of the property by the City of Youngstown for educational purposes is not expected to
adversely impact area soils. Use would not be for heavy industrial purposes; therefore, use of
hazardous materials and generation of hazardous waste, which would have the potential to
impact the environment, is not expected.

5.3.2 Alternative 2 — No-Action/Caretaker

Area soils and groundwater would not be impacted by this alternative.
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5.4 PUBLIC SERVICES

5.4.1 Alternative 1 — Proposed Action

Public services, including utilities, safety, health services, and transportation systems would not
be impacted by this alternative.

5.4.2 Alternative 2 — No-Action/Caretaker

Public services, including utilities, safety, health services, and transportation systems would not
be impacted by this alternative. However, continued trespassing could create a safety concern,
especially as the building structures continued to age.

5.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

5.5.1 Alternative 1 - Proposed Action

No cultural resources are present at the facility; therefore, no impacts to cultural resources are
expected under this alternative.

5.5.2 Alternative 2 — No-Action/Caretaker

No cultural resources are present at the facility; therefore, no impacts to cultural resources are
expected under this alternative.

5.6 NOISE ENVIRONMENT

5.6.1 Alternative 1 — Proposed Action

Under this alternative, use of the Site by the City of Youngstown for educational purposes would
be compatible with surrounding land use and is not expected to negatively impact the current
noise environment.

5.6.2 Alternative 2 — No-Action/Caretaker

The current noise environment of the surrounding area would not be affected by this alternative.
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5.7 AIRQUALITY

5.7.1 Alternative 1 — Proposed Action

Under this alternative, use of the Site by the City of Youngstown for educational purposes would
be compatible with surrounding land use and is not expected to adversely impact air quality.

5.7.2 Alternative 2 — No-Action/Caretaker

Air quality of the surrounding area would not be affected by this alternative.

5.8 HAzZARDOUS, TOXIC, AND RADIOLOGICAL MATERIALS/WASTES

5.8.1 Alternative 1 — Proposed Action

Hazardous chemicals were used in the past at the facility. However, there are no indications that
hazardous substances were ever improperly managed or disposed at the Site. Petroleum products
were released as the Site, but appropriate remedial actions were taken to alleviate negative
impacts to the environment. Past releases of petroleumn products at the Site do not pose a threat
to human health.

Many surrounding businesses use and manage hazardous materials and generate hazardous
wastes. Although use of RCRA-regulated materials and CERCLA hazardous substances activity
is not anticipated under the proposed action, any future use or handling of hazardous, toxic, or
radiological material or wastes at the facility would be subject to applicable Federal and State
regulations, including, but not limited to OSHA, RCRA, and/or CERCLA regulations. These
regulations are designed to protect and inform both employees and the surrounding communities
and protect the environment from adverse impacts of this activity. As such, and given the
compliance history of the surrounding business, adverse impacts from any future use of
chemicals and materials at the Site (which is not anticipated) are not expected.

5.8.2 Alternative 2 — No-Action/Caretaker

Since all hazardous and toxic materials and wastes have been removed from the USAR Center,
there would be no impact by these materials/wastes under this alternative. However, since
comfort heating and cooling is not provided to the vacant buildings, the condition of lead-based
paint and asbestos-containing material inside the administration building would continue to
decline due to temperature and humidity fluctuations.
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5.9 NATURAL RESOURCES

5.9.1 Alternative 1 — Proposed Action

No natural resources are present at the facility; therefore, no impacts to cultural resources are
expected under this alternative.

5.9.2 Alternative 2 — No-Action/Caretaker

No natural resources are present at the facility; therefore, no impacts to cultural resources are
expected under this alternative.
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS

Based upon the findings of this EA, the implementation of Alternative 1 (Proposed Action)
would not have a significant adverse individual or cumulative impact on the quality of the
environment, either human or natural, in the area of potential effect for this action. It is further
determined that implementation of the proposed action would have the beneficial result of
providing at no cost to the City of Youngstown a facility to be used for educational purposes.
Use of the facility for educational purposes would be consistent with surrounding area use.

Implementation of Alternative 2 (No-Action/Caretaker) would also have no significant adverse
impacts on the environment. However, since comfort heating and cooling is not provided to the
vacant buildings, the condition of lead-based paint and asbestos-containing material inside the
administration building would continue to decline due to temperature and humidity fluctuations.
In addition, the Site has suffered vandalism since site closure, which has impacted the aesthetics
of the property. This type of activity could continue under the No-Action alternative.
Implementation of this alternative would also not relieve the USAR of excess property, causing
continued upkeep and maintenance costs.

Based on the analysis of potential impacts, it has been determined that the proposed action does
not constitute a major Federal action negatively affecting the quality of human health or the
environment, nor is the proposed action expected to be controversial. Since there would be no
significant negative impacts resulting from the implementation of the proposed action, a Finding
of No Significant Impact (FNSI) has been prepared to accompany this EA and concludes that the
next higher level of environmental impact investigation under NEPA for this action, an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), is not required and will not be prepared.
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' Resources Consulted (continued)

* Annual Utilization Survey, 1 March 1989, reviewed by GEC
* Memoranda from February 1989 regarding conditions at Kefurt USARC, reviewed by
GEC
= 17 March 1998 Memorandum, sample logs, and laboratory analysis reports regarding an
Industrial Hygiene / Environmental Health Survey, reviewed by GEC, reviewed by GEC
= Affidavit of SGT John Currie, 17 May 1952, regarding initial occupancy of Kefurt
USARGC, reviewed by GEC
» Range Cleanup, SSG Gus Kefurt U.S. Army Reserve Center (OH069), Youngstown,
Ohio, Final Report, prepared by IT Corp., dated 22 September 2000
= Letter Report, Lead Risk Assessment and Lead-Based Paint Inspection, Kefurt USARC,
11 October 2000
» EBS Property Inspection Checklist, form dated August 1997
= Federal Databases
o National Priorities List (NPL.)
o Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) — TSD’s Subject to Corrective
Action (CORRACTS)
o RCRIS - Non-Corrective Action Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities

(TSD)
. o Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS)
No Further Remedial Action Planned Sites (NFRAP)
RCRIS Large Quantity Generators (RCRA LG)
RCRIS Small Quantity Generators (RCRA SG)
Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS)
= Fire Insurance Maps, by GEC
o Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, 1928

O O O ©

o Sanbom Fire Insurance Map, 1950
o Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, 1983
o Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, 1989
= State Databases
o Ohio Master Sites List, by GEC
Ohio Leaking Underground Storage Tanks Database
Ohio Equivalent CERCLIS List Database
Ohio Spills Database
Ohio Underground Storage Tank Database
. Ohio Solid Waste Landfills, Incinerators, or Transfer Stations Database

0O 0 0 0 O
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Resources Consulted (continued)

» USGS Topographic Quadrangle Maps
o 7.5 Youngstown, Ohio, 1951, 1963, 1970 (revised), 1984 (revised), and 1994

= 1950, 1962, 1970 and 1983 aerial photographs of Youngstown, Ohio obtained from
VISTA Information Solutions, 1-800-767-0403, Job # 376315-612487

* 1999 Youngstown Department of Water website, http://www.youngstownwater.com

»  Ohio Department of Natural Resources, Division of Water, Water Well Log and Drilling
Report website, http://www.dnr.state.oh.us

» 29 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 1926.62

= 29 CFR 1910.1025

= Section 402, Toxic Substances Control Act

= VISTA Information Solutions, Inc., Site Assessment Report, 14 December 2000,
www.vistainfo.com

» EPA Map of Radon Zones for Ohio, January 2001, www.epa.gov/iag/radon

= National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, http://www.nps.gov/rivers/wildriverslist.html

» ESRI/FEMA Project Impact Hazard Information and Awareness Site,
www.esri.com/hazards

=  Demographic, lifestyle, and PRIZM data provided by Claritas, Inc.

= U.S Census Bureau, 1997 Economic Census: Summary of Statistics for Youngstown-
Warren, OH MSA :

= Regional Economic Information System, Bureau of Economic Analysis, BEARFACTS,
Youngstown-Warren, OH, 1988-1998.

= U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 US Census Data for the City of Youngstown

»  FedStats website, www.fedstats.gov/regional.html

®»  (Ohio Job Net Online, www.state.oh.us/obes/

®  Ohio Department of Job and Family Services Online, www.state.oh.us/odjfs/index.stm

* Youngstown-Warren Regional Chamber of Commerce, www.regionalchamber.com

» Bureau of Labor Statistics, http://stats.bls.gov/eag/eag.youngstown.htm

Agencies Contacted

®=  Youngstown Water Department, (330) 742-8749

» Mahoning County Sanitation Engineers, (330) 793-5514

®= Youngstown Zoning Department, (330) 742-8842

» Dominion East Ohio Gas, (330) 746-7611

= Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA), (614) 664-2752
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APPENDIX A

SITE MAPS
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TABLES
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TABLE 1
RCRA HAZARDOUS WASTES MANAGED AT THE SITE

CHARACTERISTIC WASTES: (FROM 30 CFR 261 SUBPART C)

D001

D002

D003

D008*

DO009*

A solid waste that exhibits the characteristics of ignitability, but is not
listed as hazardous waste in RCRA Subpart D

A solid waste that exhibits the characteristics of corrosivity, but is not
listed as hazardous waste in RCRA Subpart D

A solid waste that exhibits the characteristics of reactivity, but is not
listed as hazardous waste in RCRA Subpart D

A solid waste that exhibits the characteristic of toxicity, due to the
concentration of leachable lead in the substance, but is not listed as a
hazardous waste in RCRA Subpart D.

A solid waste that exhibits the characteristic of toxicity, due to the
concentration of leachable mercury in the substance, but is not listed as a
hazardous waste in RCRA Subpart D.

LISTED WASTES: (FROM 30 CFR 261 SUBPARTD)

FOO1*
FOO2*
FOO3*
FOO5*
U051

U211*
U240*
U244*
U246*
U359*

Spent halogenated solvents used in degreasing: tetrachloroethylene
Spent halogenated solvents: methylene chloride

Spent non-halogenated solvents: xylene, acetone

Spent non-halogenated solvents: toluene, methyl ethyl ketone (MEK)
Wood creosote, CAS#8021-39-4

Carbon tetrachloride, CAS#56-23-5

2.4-Dichlorophenoxyacetic acid (2,4-D acid), CAS# 94-75-7
Thiram, CAS#137-26-8

Cyanogen bromide, CAS#506-68-3

2-Ethoxyethanol, CAS#110-80-5

* Denotes wastes that contain CERCLA hazardous substances, which are as follows:
lead (CAS# 7439-92-1), mercury (CAS# 7439-97-6), tetrachloroethylene (CAS# 127-18-
4), methylene choride (CAS# 75-09-2), acetone (CAS# 67-64-1), MEK (CAS# 78-93-3),
carbon tetrachloride, 2,4-D acid, thiram, cyanogens bromide, and 2-ethoxyethanol
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. TABLE 2

SUBSTANCES LIKELY STORED AT THE SITE

SUBSTANCE STORED 2

SUBSTANCE STORED *?

Solder/Flux

Used antifreeze

Solvent-based cleaners

Sulfuric acid

Aqueous cleaners / degreasers

Dry cell batteries

Sealant Lithium batteries
CARC Paint Wet cell lead acid batteries
Primer Tire and rim lubricant

Lacquer thinner / mineral spirits

Oil

Insect repellant

Hydraulic fluid

Grease

Power steering fluid

Epoxy resin

Isopropyl alcohol

Starter fluid Gear oil
Inhibitor Fuel additive
Propane Methanol
Household cleaner Kerosene
Denatured alcohol Diesel fuel
Antifreeze Acetone
Transmission fluid Xylene

Brake fluid

Refrigerant

Used oil / oil filters

Refrigeration lubricant

2,4-D (herbicide component)

Thiram (fungicide and animal repellant component)

Cyanogen bromide

2-ethoxyethanol (solvent)

Wood creosote

Carbon tetrachloride (solvent)

Toluene (solvent, gasoline constituent)

Methyl ethyl ketone (solvent)

Tetrachloroethylene (solvent)

Methylene chloride (solvent)

Lead-containing products/wastes

Mercury-containing products/wastes

(1) Storage of these chemicals would have been rotational in nature to support maintenance
activities at the Site from 1950 to 1994.

(2) Substances listed above represent OSHA hazardous chemicals, petroleum products, and
CERCLA hazardous substances.

(3) Any chemicals containing CERCLA hazardous substances would have been stored at
quantities that were below corresponding CERCLA Activity Thresholds.
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Ohio Historic Preservation Office
567 East Hudson Street

Columbus, Ohio 43211-1030
614/ 297-2470 Fax: 614/ 297-2496

Visit us at www.ohiohistory.org/resource/histpres’

August 13, 1998

Jeff Robinson

- Gulf Engineers & Consultants

P.O. Box 84010
Baton Rouge, LA 70884-4010

Dear Mr. Robinson:

RE: Environmental Baseline Studies for 3 Properties, OH

This letter is in response to your correspondence, received on July 9, 1998, concerning the
properties noted above. Three separate properties are proposed for disposal- the Kefart USARC
in Youngstown, another USARC in Toledo, and a maintenance facility identified as AMSA # 72

that is located in Perrysburg.

My staff has carefully reviewed the information you submitted. Based on their recommendation,
it is my opinion that these buildings are not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.
The proposed projects will, therefore, have no effect on properties listed in or eligible for the
National Register. No further coordination is necessary for these projects unless there is a change

in the scope of the work proposed.

If you have any questions about this letter or our review of this project, please contact Lisa

OHIO
HISTORICAL
SOCIETY

SINCE 1885

Adkins, Program Coordinator, at (614) 297-2470. Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

T G

Mark J. Epstein, Department Head
Resource Protection and Review

MIJE/LAA:]a


http://www.oliloliislory.org/resource/histpres,'

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Ecological Services
6950 Americana Parkway, Suite H
Reynoldsburg, Ohio 43068-4132

May 12, 1998

Jeff Robinson

GEC

P.O. Box 84010

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70809-1910

Dear Mr. Robinson:

This responds to your request for information about federally listed endangered and threatened species
that may occur at 3 U.S. Army properties. The properties are the “Gus Kefurt United States Army
Reserve Center” in Youngstown, Ohio (Mahoning County), “Toledo USARC" in Toledo, Ohio (Lucas
County), and “Perrysburg AMSA" in Perrysburg, Ohio (Lucas County).

ENDANGERED SPECIES COMMENTS:

Gus Kefurt USARC

The “Gus Kefurt United States Army Reserve Center” in Mahoning County lies within the range of the
Indiana bat (E) and bald eagle (T), federally listed endangered (E) or threatened (T) species. Itis highly
unlikely that the bald eagle would occur on this site within the city of Youngstown. There is a slight
possibility that the Indiana bat could occur at the site in summer if trees of suitable structure were
available. Summer habitat requirements for this species are not well defined but the following are
thought to be of importance:

1. Dead trees and snags along riparian corridors especially those with exfoliating bark or cavities in the
trunk or branches which may be used as matemity roost areas.

188

. Live trees (such as shagbark hickory) which have exfoliating bark.

riparian areas, and nearby woodlots which provide forage sites.

()
p
13

. We recommend that if trees with exfoliating bark (which could be potential roost trees) are encountered

in the project area, they and surrounding trees should be saved wherever possible. If they must be cut,
they should not be cut between April 15 and September 15,

If desirable trees are present and if the above time restriction is unacceptable, mist net or other surveys
should be conducted to determine if bats are present. Ifa survey is necessary it should be designed and
conducted in coordination with the endangered species coordinator for this office, Mr. Buddy Fazio. The
survey should be conducted in June or July since the bats would only be expected in the project area
from approximately April 15 to September 15.



Toledo USARC

The “Toledo USARC” in Lucas County lies within the range of the Indiana bat (E), peregrine falcon (E),
piping plover (E), Kamner blue butterfly (E), bald eagle (T), and eastern prairie fringed orchid, federally
listed endangered (E) or threatened (T) species. It is highly unlikely that the peregrine falcon, piping
plover, Karner blue butterfly, bald eagle, or eastern prairie fringed orchid occur at the site. There isa
slight possibility that the Indiana bat could occur at the site in summer if trees of suitable structure were
available. Summer habitat requirements for this species are not well defined but the following are

thought to be of importance:

1. Dead trees and snags along riparian corridors especially those with exfoliating bark or cavities in the
trunk or branches which may be used as maternity roost areas.

£

. Live trees (such as shagbark hickory) which have exfoliating bark.
3. Stream corridors, riparian areas, and nearby woodlots which provide forage sites.

We recommend that if trees with exfoliating bark (which could be potential roost trees) are-encountered
in the project area, they and surrounding trees should be saved wherever possible. If they must be cut,
they should not be cut between April 15 and September 15.

If desirable trees are present and if the above time restriction is unacceptable, mist net or other surveys
should be conducted to determine if bats are present. If a survey is necessary it should be designed and
conducted in coordination with the endangered species coordinator for this office, Mr. Buddy Fazio. The
survey should be conducted in June or July since the bats would only be expected in the project area
from approximately April 15 to September 15.

Perrvsburg AMSA

The “Perrysburg AMSA” in Wood County lies within the range of the Indiana bat (E) and bald eagle (T),
federally listed endangered (E) or threatened (T) species. It is highly unlikely that the bald eagle would
regularly, or even incidentally, occur on this site. There is a slight possibility that the Indiana bat could
occur at the site in summer if trees of suitable structure were available. Summer habitat requirements for
this species are not well defined but the following are thought to be of importance:

1. Dead trees and snags along riparian corridors especially those with exfoliating bark or cavities in the
trunk or branches which may be used as matemity roost areas.

2. Live trees (such as shagbark hickory) which have exfoliating bark.
3. Stream corridors, riparian areas, and nearby woodlots which provide forage sites.

We recommend that if trees with exfoliating bark (which could be potential roost trees) are encountered
in the project area, they and surrounding trees should be saved wherever possible. If they must be cut,
they should not be cut between April 15 and September 135.

If desirable trees are present and if the above time restriction is unacceptable, mist net or other surveys
should be conducted to determine if bats are present. If a survey is necessary it should be designed and
conducted in coordination with the endangered species coordinator for this office, Mr. Buddy Fazio. The
survey should be conducted in June or July since the bats would only be expected in the project area
from approximately April 15 to September 15.
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Two divisions of the Ohio Department of Natural Resources, the Division of Wildlife (DOW, 614-265-
6300) and the Division of Natural Areas and Preserves (DNAP, 614-265-6472), maintain lists of plants
and animals of concern to the State of Ohio. If you have not already done so, you may wish to contact

each of these agencies to obtain site-specific information on species of state concern.

If you have questions or we may be of further assistance in this matter please contact Mr. Bill Kurey of
this office at 614-469-6923.

Sincerely,
Z(/'VU/L;L rK
William J. I?L?ré{ wa/

Acting Supervisor



DIVISION OF NATURAL AREAS & PRESERVES

1889 Fountain Square, Columbus, OH 43224

(614) 265-6453; (614) 267-3096 FAX ' GeorgeV.Voinovich -+ Govemor

Donaid C. Anderson ¢ Director

August 4, 1998

Andrew Ferrell

Gulf Engineers & Consultants
£ 9357 Interline
Baton Rouge, LA 70809

Dear Mr. Ferrell:

After reviewing our Natural Heritage maps and files, | find the Division of Natural Areas and
Preserves has no records of rare or endangered species in any of the following three project sites:

1) Kefurt U.S. Army Reserve Center, Youngstown Quad
2) AMSA #72 in Perrysburg, Rossford Quad
.f"‘ 3) Toledo U.S. Army Reserve Center, Toledo Quad

There are no existing or proposed state nature preserves or scenic rivers at any of three
i project sites. We are aiso unaware of any unique ecological sites, geologic features, breeding or
non-breeding animal concentrations, champion trees, or state parks, forests or wildlife areas in the

vicinity of any of these three project sites. :

Our inventory program has not completely surveyed Ohio and relies on information supplied
by many individuals and organizations. Therefore, a lack of records for any particular area is not
a statement that rare species or unique features are absent from that area. Please note that
although we inventory all types of plant communities, we only maintain records on the highest quality
e areas. Also, we do not have data for all Ohio wetlands. For additional information on wetlands and
National Wetlands Inventory maps, please contact Jim Given in the Division of Real Estate and
Land Management at 614-265-6770.

Please contact me at 614-265-6818 if | can be of further assistance.
Sincerely,

Debbie Woischke, Data Specialist
Division of Natural Areas & Preserves
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FirstEnergy Company

P. 0. Box 570
Youngstown, OH 44501
February 26, 2001

US Army Corps of Engineers

600 Martin Luther King Jr. Place
Louisville, KY 40202

Attn: CELRL-ED-EB (Nora Keel)

Re:  Ohio Edison Transformer
399 Miller Street
Youngstown, OH 44507

Dear Nora,

In response to your recent request, the Ohio Edison owned transformer located at 399
Miller Street in Youngstown is a pole mounted unit identified as Company Number N738. This
transformer is a 25kV A untested, mineral oil filled unit manufactured by Westinghouse in 1955.

Untested mineral oil filled transformers manufactured before July 1, 1979 are assumed to
be contaminated with PCB concentrations between 30 and 500 ppm. Therefore, this transformer
must be classified as “PCB contaminated”.

Ohio Edison owns and maintains this distribution transformer and would provide proper
remediation in compliance with applicable environmental regulations in the event of an oil spill

originating from this unit.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at 330-740-7635 or 1-888-809-8410,

ext. 7635.
Sincerely,

sry William M. Speece, P. E.
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Environmental Assessment USACE Louisville District
$SG Gus Kefurt USAR Center (OH069) 29 March 2001

Youngstown, Ohio 44507-1591

APPENDIX D

PETROLEUM RELEASE DOCUMENTATION

D:\Project Files\SUSARC EBSYOHO6NEA_OH069.doc
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UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK
REMOVAL/CLOSURE REPORT
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
DACA27-92-D-0029

REMOVAL/CLOSURE REPORT
FOR
"UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS

AT
§3*> ARMY RESERVE COMMAND

399 MILLER STREET
YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO 44507

PREPARED BY
MAECORP, INCORPORATED

777 HARRISON DRIVE
COLUMBUS, OHIO 43204

MAECORP Job #: 3079
UNDER

ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
WRIGHT-PATTERSON AREA OFFICE
WPAFB, OHIO 45433-5001
513-255-2977

Contract # DACA27-92-D-0029

Delivery Order #: 0006
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TO: YENDOR
FROM: CITY OF YOUNGSTOWN - LICENSING
Enclosed is your new license. The ycll'ow copy is.your receipt showirg pryment.

The white copy is the license whicﬁ.should b'e .posted for public display.

|
‘ - _ THANEK YOU.

.
Com———a e .
e - IS WTTEIS TSI L L L - . ‘

The Qity of Poungstoton

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE YOUNGSTOWN, ORHIO 44503

* I
19992 CITY LICENSE NO 1471

S 12-1" 19 92 - 37500 04 NEW $ 60.00

MAECORP INC

Name of Business

MAECORP INC

Owner of Business

Address 399 MILLER STREET ' 44507

Type of License GAS TANK REMOVAL (2)

SIXTY _& NO/OO Dollars

Received Sum of

LICENSE EXPIRES DECEMBER 31, 1992 '

' PATRICK UNGARO GARY KUBIC Director ¢

, Financ

, Mayor

NOTE—This License is not transferable and must be displayed in a
conspicuous place, and must be produced on demand of




REMOVAL

UNDERGROUND TANK PERMIT APPLICATION

‘ngtructlons Type or neatly print all requested information.
nclosed applicable fee, as stated in the new regulations for each tank
permit. Check or money order shall be made paydble to: City of

Youngstown Finance Department; 26 8. Phelps St.; Youngstown, OH 44503.
Application will not be processed without accompanying fee.

I Tank Locationt | ITI Owner Information:
Company  WSHRC. Company__ Sovwya.
Address 399 Ml < Address '
City_Yew nastounr Countywﬁ City Zip 44 S50 7

Phone Q) ) — ‘State
Contact Person 5£ E,; Z;E;g Phone( )

III Local Jurisdiction:

Youngstown Fire Department Inspectlon Bureau phone numbers:
Inspection Bureau : (216) 742-8975
1639 Mahoning Ave. 799-4743
Youngstown, OH 44509 799-4803

IV Contractor Information:
(Contractor to notify YFD 48 hours before 1nstallation or removal)

Name: MWECOR®  Tne.,

Address:__T777 Harviser Dr.

City: <olyweos State: o4 z2ip: ‘/3;;0‘/
Contact PeraonWOMMmr Sceth €oens Phonet (&) 357 - 7557

V Description of work to be completed:

Romenal of 2 Loo0 glln 42 Fu® &8 VsTx

VI Sketch of facility showing all tanks and piping including existing
tanks, piping, distance from lot lines, and distance from any
. building MUST be attached to appli\.ation to be processed.

THIS PERMIT SHALL BE EFFECI‘IYE FOR 45 DAYS

S S B Gy — — W > > wae G Mt Ams TP T P S G WD D M . Gy D Gt T D e — - — S — S Ve e e S PP AR et G Sem A S S el D GMS SR S G G S e e e wan ) e S

—~FOR OFFICE USE ONLY-

DATEjo?/// INSPECTOR’S DISTRICT /ﬁf’/%/cf/g_

et

SIGNATURE OF ISSUING OFFICER Mﬂ 0 /0‘1"4

O~ 90— 050  FAF
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